February 15, 1970 


Dear Gary (cct HW), 

Thanks for your letter of 2/8, and the check. I will send you EM 
(part 1 only) as soon as I can. 

The N.O. nonsense gets worse and worse. Writing about Sahl in another 
context, Lane calls him "almost the only consistent voice" in the assassination 
investigation. Enclosed is another article from the same Free Press, on Stanley 
Marks. Harold, you won't be pleased kptby the use of your title. 

CD 86 , pp. 494 - 8 , references to Crafard in the Ruby chronology, are 
enclosed. 

Offhand I don't recall hjcbing anything special on Carter and the 4 other 
names you mention. When I get the name files, I might have more to say. Was 
there no name file on Puterbaugh, whom you do not list? Harold, I won't sand 
these izzn to you unless you specifically ask. 

Somehow the O'Leary-New Zealand thing has gone right past me; it rings no 
bells at all. I'll ask Jim S. 

I wasn’t aware of any showing of the Z film in this area. 

Copy of the Barthelmes letter in the 5/66 TMO enclosed. If you list the 
articles and issues missing from your files I can copy them for you if you wantj 
I have all the assassination stories, I think. 

On Russells Harold, did you ever give him the material relating tfa the 
last of the executive sessions? (Recall the evidence that Rankin himself typed 
up the minutes to replace the transcript.) I know you have referred to this in 
your letters to him, but if he has not responded I think you should give this to 
him anyhow, 

I do see Son Olson occasionally. He is very busy with physics, but after 
the first couple of years it is not so bad. I see so little of my advisor that 
I just found out that he had been East for a week when a former colleague who 
ran into him mentioned it. 

Your last letter was sent from your home address. Should I be using it? 

Sincerely, 



